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INTRODUCTION TO: COMMUNISM RECLAIMED 


The founding of this movement was backed with the specific purpose of connection, 
education and unification of all contemporary Socialists alike, from learners enlightened 
about being educated on the topics of Socialistic affairs, i.e. the history and numerous 
interpretations of Socialistic schools of thought, as well as a meeting point for more 
seasoned Socialists and Jacobins to converse and educate with one another ina 
manner that we hope would bring all who attend a better understanding of the 
Material World, of World History and the general outlook of the policies and ideologies 
advocated for and enacted by certain Socialist groups, Parties or even societies. 
The affiliation of this movement with the political practice that had guided numerous 
different organizations ever since the inception of the Left Wing group of the French 
Jacobin Club all the way to the tragic ending of The International Workingmens’ 
Association should come to no surprise that ultimately, regardless of the attendees’ 
various different political interpretations, this movement and those who will operate 


it remains staunch Communists. The Communists are those who follow the works and 
political strategies popularized by Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels. The distinctiveness that sets us 
and our programme apart from other Socialists and a core tenant of our political ideology is our 
understanding of History as an ever repeating cycle of the development of contradictory forces 
within the framework of classed societies. The development of Society pushed forward through the 
advancement of production is what arises from a victory of a more progressive social class over 
their reactionary counterpart, in the case of medieval Europe, the Feudal lords and the Bougeoisie, 
and under the Capitalist mode of production, the Bourgeoisie and the PROLETARIATS. The 
anticipated result of the purpose the Communism Reclaimed movement was founded upon will be 
the eventual emergence of a Communist mode of production not out of dogmatic values which had 
poisoned the minds and consequently the societies of so many enlightenment thinkers, but of the 
real need to resolve the inherent contradictions that comes with the accumulation of Capital which 
births the very two classes that will rise up against one another during which their irreconcilable 
differences intensify, one of which is the most revolutionary and most 
gifted social class amongst all and hitherto existing. The desired affects of modernising human 
welfare by paving way for new technologies such as advanced medicine which could have only been 
brought into existence by the rigid industrialisation of production the Capitalist had introduced, as 
Friedrich Engels had once stated: 


“Only ata certain level of development of these social productive forces, even a very 
high level for our modern conditions, does it become possible to raise production to 
such an extent that the abolition of class distinctions can constitute real progress, can 
be lasting without bringing about stagnation or even decline in the mode of social 
production.” 


o On Social Relations in Russia, 1874 
By: Friedrich Engels 


The Bourgeoisie has produced the very Material Conditions that the Proletariats now 
must wrestle from the Bourgeoisie and repurpose its functions for the majority of 
Society in its quest towards the abolition of Class distinctions. 
It is no wonder why Communism was and still is referred to as “The most radical rupture 
with traditional property relations”. The Communists, in our soughting for the abolition 
of the present day state of things, will help guide the instigation of a relation which will 
resolve the contradictions which had ever since the Industrial Revolution, paved way 
for the rigid exploitation of the Proletarians. From each according to his abilities, to 
each according to his needs! Do we Communists mean the mere financial assistance of 
the Proletarians by a “Free State”? The poisoning of the Workers’ movement that it had 
arose alongside has convinced the emaciated populace of the fantasy of the 
redistribution of Capital amongst to populace that will call for an increase in the range 
of consumer confidence, while making the assumption that Communism is the exact 
opposite of what it actually is; a growing historical movement aiming towards the 
abolition of the present day state of things! 


The conservation of Capitalist 
relations and the mere socialization of it does not entail anything but the revisionist 
attitude of Bourgeois intellectualism’s reaction to the relations that empower them 
being for once in history, persecuted. The reaction to the Communist movement 
constantly makes an attempt towards the eventual derailing of Proletarian confidence 
through all means necessary, but the counterrevolutionary terror enacted by the 
reaction can only serve as a physical means and as a result, independent of culture 
and temporary at best. The true mace that the reaction will use against the 
Communists will exactly be the socialization of Capitalist relations. It has convinced 
the Proletarians that Private Property can be used to act in its supposed interests, that 
is the aforementioned expansion of consumer confidence that will lead towards a 
higher 
degree of National Unity! The reaction here is using the Bourgeois notion of 
Nationalism and Class Collaborationism exactly to censor the effects of 
Capital Accumulation, namely the exploitation of labor by private property 


and the usage of the Proletarians’ extracted surplus in its own interests against those 
of the Proletarians’, namely the international realisation of individual destiny. The 
Communists are therefore reproached by the reaction as “extremist” namely because 
of our desire towards the destruction of the basis of Capitalist superstructure, not 
because 
of our acknowledgement of the contradictions and self destructive nature of Capitalism 
which the reaction with fervor downplays or outright dismisses. The commonly asked 
questions by reactions and those who are completely independent from the socio- 
economic climate of societies vary from intention to intention, with certain wonders 
about Communism being designed to falsify and demonize whereas others may have 
more trouble trying to genuinely decipher a worldview we are attempting to help build 
the ranks of, in which case the following statements should be pretty applicable. 


What is Communism? 

- Communism is a socio-economic system whereby all means of productions, such as arable Land and Factories are Commonly 
owned and shared amongst the entire populace without enforcementment of restrictions. The Communist mode of production 
requires that these means of productions exist in high quantities and are readily accessible, meaning the production of Society’s 
goods no longer requires an army of highly organised workers to meet individual quotas, fully putting in praxis the infamous slogan 
“From each according to his ability, to each according to his needs.” 


How should the Communist Party plan to establish Communism? 
- We believe in the usage of the Communist Party as an instrument of financial empowerment of the upcoming Proletarian 
revolution. The role of the Communist Party should be those of educators and assistants, instead of elitist representatives. 


Will the Communist Party participate in the Parliament? 

- The Communists first and foremost recognize the Capitalist electoral offices as nothing but a superfluous system designated to 
empower the rule of the Capitalists. The real power of Capitalism and the power of the Capitalist class lays in the foundation of 
privately owned property and Capital. Therefore, the reforms that any leading politician will attempt to push through the Parliament 
can only go as far as Capital permits it, or if it is deemed necessary or in the interests of advancing Capital. 


What are the Communists relations with other Labor Parties and Trade Unions? 

- The Communists reject State legislated organizations designed to tolerate the existence of Private Property, in so far as their core 
ideology is the belief that they can supposedly convince the Capitalists to act in the interests of the population. On the other hand, 
our relations with Labor Parties depend upon our shared common interests. The Communists will treat any tolerance or positive 
reactions to Private Property with uncompromising hostility. It is also for this reason that the Communists reject internal political 
pluralism, as we blame the degeneration of all previous Communist and Democratic Socialist Parties on their affiliation with and 
tolerance of forces that adhered to preserving the present day state of things. 


Can Communism be achieved instantaneously? 
No, not as long as modern day productive forces can be multiplied instantaneously. The immediate goal of the Proletariats after their destruction of the State must be 
to organise production on a national level through central planning, with all intentions of creating new Communal means of productions. 


Will the Socialisation/Nationalisation of production not lead to technocratic despotism? 
No, because to the degree of Authority that the National representatives hold over the means of productions depends on the opportunity they have to use the 
Authority outside of the established constitution, in other words such a scenario is completely dependent on the structure of the State itself and how alien it is to the 
influence of the general populace, whether it takes on the form of national Councils or a specialised Vanguard Party. 


Do the Communists wish to establish societies like those that existed in Russia and China? 
- The answer to this question is a straightforward no. The socio-economic systems of Russia and 
China never referred to themselves as Communist, but with a supposed intent on working towards Communism. For all intents and purposes, the Communists do not 
wish to repeat the society that had existed in Russia and beyond, whereby instead of abolishing Capital and finding a socio-economic relation based upon Socialism, 
Capital was merely centralized and private property were concentrated in the hands of a collectivized oligarchy, in other words Russia and China’s method of achievin 
Communism is a total failure and not a method we wish to repeat. 


Is not aclassed society after all, an inevitable consequence of civilization? 
- No, because the creation of social classes is largely dependent upon conditions that will allow it to both arise and thrive. The Communist mode of production seeks 
to create and maintain a classless civilization by abolishing material and social condtions that allow for individual authority to expropriate surplus value. 


How do the Communists view Nationality, National pride and Religion? 

- The Capitalist must depend upon the ignorance of the Industrial Workers in order to reconcile their irreconcilible interests. The Capitalist has made it clear to the 
Industrial Workers that their conflict with the Capitalist class over their respective source of livelihoods (Profits vs Wages) is superfluous, and that their struggles must 
be overlooked since both the Capitalist and Proletarian have acommon goal in preserving and expanding their Edenistic Garden they are both part of, the Nation! In 
the name of the Nation, they shall conquer and divide other bordered Ghettos full of disgusting wrenches, other Capitalists and other Proletarians according to the 
national Capitalist class! In short, the Nation and its pride is nothing short of a fictitious sense of objectivism and justice meant to enlighten the Proletarian from their 
miserable existence. The faith that Churches attempt to instill onto the Nation also convinces the Proletarians that they mustn't blame their miserable existence on 
Capital, but must instead put up with it and appease to superstition through certain practices. Without regards for the types of opiates developed under and for the 
preservation of Capital, the Communists reproach the Bourgeoisie for their institutionalization of concepts that further divides the Proletarians from their interests 
and the actions they need to take to advance said interests. 


The revolutionary doctrine of the Proletariat therefore, must be cleansed of all traces 
of sectarian Idealism that will attempt to shape the Proletarian movement into its own 
caricature. It must only be based upon an empirical analysis of the material world, the 
combat against revisionism through the realisation of relations to production which has 
birthed class society in the first place, and through the advancement of the great 
industry, the elimination of Class Society all together. The final and only goal of the 
abolition of said social relations has to be as simple as a resolution to the 
contradictions of the accumulation of Capital and the exploitation of Labor. The 
Strategy towards the above-mentioned statement will be a proper interpretation of the 
at present, most accurate envisionment of an order that will arise, and still is arising on 
a daily basis as the ultimate aftermath of the Capitalist mode of production. 


MINARCHIST CAPITALISM: IDEALISTIC INCOHERENCY 


The spectre of Communism had been haunting those Reactionary forces for as long as it 
had been defined by terminology. It should therefore come to no surprises that said 
Reactionary forces will do all they can in their power in order to exorcise what had been 
for as long as the Bourgeoisie itself had existed, a power in itself. In Mr. George Orwell’s 
fantastic novel Nineteen-Eighty Four written in 1949, it is stated that: 


The invention of print, however, made it easier to manipulate public opinion, and the film 
and the radio carried the process further. With the develooment of television, and the 
technical advance which made it possible to receive and transmit simultaneously on the 
same instrument, private life came to an end. 


The exploitation of the Workers by Capital have been historically denounced through a 
certain form of presentative Media, and it is through this presentative Media which the 
Capitalist voices his opinion as what represents those of the entirety of Society, and it is 
also in the Capitalists’ power to decide what information should be available to the 


general public based on the Capitalists’ situational needs to combat Class 
Consciousness, with absolutely zero regard for the accuracy of the portrayed 
information. The Capitalist knows that he controls what is real or false through his 
obligarchic grip on information, which is why the Capitalist does not shy away from the 
extraction and presentation of information useful for his agenda alongside the complete 
censorship of information which completely breaks down his narrative as incorrect. The 
Capitalist narrative of Communism for example, varies from source to source, which 
should immediately already be acknowledged by the readers as problematic since the 
Reaction does not even agree on a concrete definition of Communism, let alone be 
trusted as reliable sources of information of Communism, but the general narrative goes 
along the following: 


The Communist mode of production was envisioned as an alternative to Free Market 
Capitalism as it had wanted to replace the trading of individuals and private property 
with State owned, nationalised property meant to reduce inequality and improve living 

standards through Government funded services. In the first wave amongst the 
numerous would be Communist revolutions, the Russian Empire and the Liberal 
Provisional Russia was overthrown by the Bolshevik Party which had by itself become 
the State that will nationalise all property and fund services for the impoverished 
workers of the former Capitalist nation. The loose ends of such rigidly centralised 
economy however soon began to fall apart, as this enormous concentration of power 
into the hands of a few State Officials proved to give them in return uncontested 

Authority and all the rights to violate the personal Liberties of the Workers they now 
rule over, whether it be through purges or Government campgains resulting in Famine, 

absolutely nothing now stands against the tyrannical rule of the State, even the 

Workers they supposedly represented. This is first documented in the former Union of 

Soviet Socialist Republic, and a cycle that will repeat itself in all those countries that 

attempt to imitate such an economic model, one which resulted in the deaths and 
sufferings of an unattainable amount. 


We should now break this narrative down point by point in order to realise just how 
much historical truth is based around the Capitalist notion of Communism 


1. Communism is a socio-economic system whereby the Government nationalises all 
property and production and uses its purchasing power to fund free of charge 
services for Workers 


This is nothing but plain inaccuracy, an inaccuracy of this starting point which should 
alone completely rip apart the rest of the tale. This is because Communism, as the 
revolutionary principle of the Working Class, is the most anti-statist attitude to all those 
forces that attempts to convince the Workers that they cannot as a collective force free 
of all external Authority, put forward and enact their own class interests. The 
Communists acknowledge firstly as a principle meant to do away with Class Society, that 
the State is nothing but the instruments of a certain class, the armed forces, used to 
enforce their interests over the rest of Society, and that the State will disappear as soon 
as Class distinctions itself disappears firstly. 


2. The first authentic Communist revolution based fully on the doctrine of Marxism was 
practiced in Russia. 

The revolutionary tendencies which had eventually lead to the overthrow of Capitalism in 
Russia was completely unexpected by all Marxists alike. The Russian Empire under the 
autocratic rule of the Romanov Dynasty was a completely backwards nation which if left to 
develop its own form of rural Communism, it would mean that technological advances 
must be brought about through the means of extracting labor power from Workers in order 
to rapidly innovate the machineries that will eventually become the Russian heavy 
Industry, a near identical way to how Capitalism arose to bring about Industrialisation in 
mainland Europe and the British Isles. It is also crucial to remember that the Bolshevik 
Party’s method of revolutionary organisation was more in line with the likes of those 
advocated by Louis Auguste Blanqui and Pyotr Nikitich Tkachev, those who had favored 
revolutionary dictatorships not of the entire Proletarian class but of a dedicated, enclosed 
groups of revolutionaries seizing State power in the NAME of the Workers, an idea which 
Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels had deep rooted conflicts with, and an idea which is in every 
way possible opposed to authentic Marxism. 


3. Communism had been responsible for the creation of tyrannical, mass murdering 
Governments 


The attempt by the Capitalist to accuse Communism for the creation of these 
Governments has been debunked by the first two arguments. 


It is through this narrative of Communism equated with Statism which the Minarchists 
continuously uses to romanticise their own vision of individual liberty, the right of all 
private property owners to be free from all Government interference. The Minarchist 
philosophy is a philosophy which is a direct description of the interests of private 
property owners, therefore all its rhetorics of freedom is nothing but freedom for the 
private property owners without taking into account the freedom of the majority of the 
populace. The reason why the freedom of those who own private property is contrary to 
the freedom of those who own no property is because the reproduction of private 
property requires those who own no property to submit to its despotic conditions of 
wage labor. The Minarchist in his advocacy for the privatisation of many industries 


also is completely either unaware, or is aware but chooses to submit to his propaganda 
Campaign, of the fact that the flourishment of private property necessitates the 
exclusion of political power from the rest of the populace through specialised armies 
and polices forces designed to alienate the population and enforce the rights of private 
property. From that basic analysis of the relationship between Private Property and 
State power, we can conclude that however contrary to popular Minarchist ideology, the 
strengthening of Private Property rights also necessitates the strengthening of the State 
apparatus, the aforementioned specialised armies and police forces. We can now 
conclude this section with the fact that Minarchist Capitalism, a belief in the undisputed 
rights of Private Property also must mean that a stronger State is required in order to 
more effectively fulfill such rights of the Minarchist Capitalist. 


EXEMPLAR 1. SOVIET “COMMUNISM” VERSUS MARXIST COMMUNISM 
x 


V.S 


Socialism in One Country. International Proletarian revolution, abolition of all Nationalities. 


The centralisation of all Capital, means of productions and exchange in the The gradual abolition of Capital and exchange based upon the progress of 
hands of the State. Society’s Material Conditions 


The enforcement of State Authority through the Red Army and the Soviet The instant abolition of all central Military and Police. The creation of 
secret Police. popular Militias and the arming of all Workers. 


The entire Working Class is to become the State and enforce State 
Authority on existing forces of reaction, the State will wither away when 
the Working Class defeats the reaction. 


The creation and protection of a centralised State independent of the 
Working Class. 


EXEMPLAR 2. PRIVATE PROPERTY AND STATE POWER 


The weaker the Government, 
the stronger is the Worker 
and the weaker is the 
Capitalist. 


Private Property Owners 


Weak Government 
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The stronger the 
Government, the 
weaker is the Worker 
and the stronger is the 
Capitalist! 


Private Property Owners 


strong Government 


Weak Workers 


THE PROLETARIAN STATE 


All across times of dire situations which necessitates the Working Class to take initiatives 
in order to save their Class interests, there has not been a single case whereby an 
insurrection was ever made possible by pacifist means. The concept of the Dictatorship 
of the Proletariat means that as a way to secure their Victory over the Bourgeoisie, they 
must in turn become the equivalent of the very instrument which the Bourgeoisie used 
to hold down the Proletariats, and constitute the entire Class as the Revolutionary, 

Workers’ State. The Bourgeoisie in its conquest to conserve power does not ever even 
think about the moral implications of opening fire on Workers trying to assert their Class 
interests as the General Interest, and as history certainly shows, will descend down to 
deplorable lengths to disempower Workers the moment they decide to act upon their 
Class Consciousness. It is here that we look towards Friedrich Engels’ stance on Political 
Authority where he had stated that: 


Authority, in the sense in which the word is used here, means: the imposition of the will of another 
upon ours; on the other hand, authority presupposes subordination. 


A revolution is certainly the most authoritarian thing there is; it is the act whereby one part of the 
population imposes its will upon the other part by means of rifles, bayonets and cannon — 
authoritarian means, if such there be at all; and if the victorious party does not want to have 
fought in vain, it must maintain this rule by means of the terror which its arms inspire in the 
reactionists. Would the Paris Commune have lasted a single day if it had not made use of this 
authority of the armed people against the bourgeois? Should we not, on the contrary, reproach it 
for not having used it freely enough? 


As the state is only a transitional institution which is used in the struggle, in the revolution, to hola 
down one's adversaries by force, it is sheer nonsense to talk of a 'free people's state’; so long as 
the proletariat still needs the state, it does not need it in the interests of freedom but in order to 
hold down its adversaries, and as soon as it becomes possible to speak of freedom the state as 

such ceases to exist. 


The need for the establishment of a State is now more clear than ever, and it is during 
this initial period of Class Struggle when the Bourgeois still runs rampant or even have 
remnants of its own State still intact, the armed Workers must continue to enact its 
revolutionary terror upon existing forces of reaction until all are beaten into submission 
and the anticipated result? The complete dominance of Proletarian Authority, and it is 
also at this stage that the Proletarian State by definition, would cease to be a State since 
it will no longer have any rivalling Class to suppress. When the State ceases to bea 
State, its executive functions will be reduced to the mere administration of the 
processes needed during this stage of Proletarian dominance in order to gradually 
expropriate Private Property, which up until this point cannot be instantly abolished as 


Friedrich Engels had pointed out in his “Principles of Communism”: 
Will it be possible for private property to be abolished at one stroke? 
No, no more than existing forces of production can at one stroke be multiplied to the 
extent necessary for the creation of a communal society. 
In all probability, the proletarian revolution will transform existing society gradually 
and will be able to abolish private property only when the means of production are 
available in sufficient quantity. 


Why exactly can Communism not be established instantly then? It is because if we are to give 
modern Bourgeois Society a proper observation, then we will find more often than not cases of 
unevenly scattered Means of Productions in extremely scarce numbers across the entire nation, 

often with great distances and endless seas of miscellaneous infrastructure such as Shops, 
Cities, so on and so forth. It is because of the extreme distance in between and scarcity of these 
Properties, that these existing Properties must interact with one another through Market 
mechanisms, more often than not as Private Property, and for the multiplication of Property of 
all sorts, Power sources, Cultivated Land and Factories, be commanded centrally at either local 
or national levels in order to conclude a coherent enough common plan and to ensure upmost 
co-operation, as Friedrich Engels had pointed out in “On Authority”: 


Everywhere combined action, the complication of processes dependent upon each other, displaces 
independent action by individuals. But whoever mentions combined action speaks of organisation; now, is it 
possible to have organisation without authority? 


EXEMPLAR 1. CITY AND COUNTRYSIDE IN CAPITALIST SOCIETY 
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EXEMPLAR 2. THE PROLETARIAN STATE 
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EXEMPLAR 3. THE REVOLUTIONARY CLASS STRUGGLE 
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EXEMPLAR 4. THE VICTORY OF THE PROLETARIATS (WITHERING OF THE STATE) 
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All States exist as a means of enforcing Political Authority of one class over another, so 


when the Proletariats as the State have no more forces to suppress, the State will be 
reduced to a mere administration of things! 


EXEMPLAR 5. NATIONALISATION OF ALL PRODUCTION 
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EXEMPLAR 6. THE PHYSICAL FORM OF ACOMMUNIST SOCIETY 
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Socialist literatures and Praxis’ 
The ideas of liberty and emancipation of all alike has been the core tenant of Socialist 
ideologies, which would later become entire scientific theories during the nineteenth 
century whereby alongside Socialism, arose with it ideologies like Nationalism, which 
were in the long run nothing but natural offshoots of the Bourgeois world order which 
had come to dominate mainland Europe and eventually make its way internationally. 
The Capitalist mode of production has proven itself to be the historical system 
characterised by intensities of class struggle never recognised before under any 
previous class system. The contradictory aims of the Bourgeoisie and Proletariat are 
entirely irreconcilible. The victory of one must entail the sorrow of the other. The 
interests of the Proletariat has always been its release from its antagonistic relations 
with Capital accumulation and private property, and with it the first form of Scientific 
Socialism arose as a constructive doctrine for the ultimate liberation of the Working 
Class. The Socialists thoughts which Scientific Socialism had to distinguish itself from 
have evolved since then, with some either disappearing altogether, whereas others had 
simply changed its form through the modification of historical context. The Socialist 


interpretations over post-capitalist mode of productions have saw the definition of 
Socialism being one of complete variety on the contrary to unity unlike certain 
ideological groupings. Here we will attempt to assess the most dominant forms of 
Socialist mode of productions and thoughts, with high regards for those that have had 
the opportunity to be put into praxis. 
Revisionist Socialism 
The most important group that had a substantial amount of influence to the 
development of Scientific Socialism were those that had an understatement of the 
class structure of Capitalism or at worst, the outright rejection of the real impact of 
the class structure by all means orthodox to their doctrine. The revisionist lines of 
Socialism does not as a result have what should be their main objective as the 
advancement of class struggle and the abolition of the conditions which define the 
Proletariat as aclass, but most likely to Ironically due to their ideological 
shortcomings manifested in their mostly idealistic perception of the State, attempt 
in praxis to actually reconsolidate the irreconcilible interests of Capital 
accumulation and the Proletarians. In the early twentieth century after the Great 
War from 1914-1918, the failure of Workers’ movements in Europe and the isolation 


of the former Tsardom of Russia meant effectively the death of international Socialism, 

long before the bureaucratic strains took hold of the territories that would eventually 
become the Soviet Union. Since then, the resurgence of the revisionist lines of 

Socialism has been entirely as a result of the adoption, endorsement and praising of 
this method of transferring the possession of Capital and instruments of exploitation 
followed by those who use this new form of exploitation as the main representative of 
the entire Socialist schools of thoughts. The following groups of political thoughts all 

Share the aforementioned trait in common, although the overall framework which they 

operate in varies accordingly, and are placed accordingly to the three frameworks 
which they operate in. 


1.Social Democracy 


The purest embodiment of the Capitalist mode of production which also paints itself as 
worthy of its association with the interests of the working class. The terminology which 
the original Marxists use to describe Social Democracy in a rightfully pejorative way due 
to its association with Socialism was Bourgeois Socialism. The Social Democrats see 
extreme amounts of merits in the exploitation that the Capitalist mode of production, 


inherent to it is ahuge amount of wealth which they argue would be more effectively 
distributed through Government services that will also implement policies to 
disempower the massive accumulation of Capital by the Bourgeoisie. Therefore, 
Bourgeois Socialism is the ultimate weapon that the reaction will use in order to 
inscribe onto its front banner the “Ultimate Concession” to the working class, while 
completely turning a blind eye to the coming crisis of Capital, the consequences of 
Capital accumulation and the continuous exploitation of the working class all in order 
to remain orthodox to their faith in class collaborationism and the glory of the nation! 
2. State Socialism 
The State Socialist ideology owes its entire superstructure on the basis of the idealistic, 
almost mythical perception of the State. The origins of State Socialism found itself as a 
desired model of the first organised Social Democrats of Germany (General German 
Workers' Association), who proposed the eventual usurping of Bourgeois property and 
the nationalisation of all industry towards the building of a state planned mode of 
production and distribution. The original State Socialists sought after electorialism as a 
means of seizing power and using the State to build towards a Socialised economy. 


The involvement of working class consciousness here is non existent. It in the name of 
Socialism, continues the nonsensical belief that the State is all but the apparatus of 
class oppression. The position that these Socialists take upon the State is fully reflected 
in the prescribed socio-economic model we are to be offered by them whereby the 
aforementioned affairs in the sphere of the Nation revolves around central, State 
administration. The State is to be the all around supposed representative of the 
people’s will. The State’s character has always determined it to be an entity standing 
above the rest of society to serve justice to those quivering masses who lack the better 
understanding of their own lively affairs than those professionals at the top of the 
office! The State Socialist ideology however different it is from Scientific Socialism, has 
become the dominant interpretation every time the latter is mentioned, since both 
[Scientific and State Socialism] have been used interchangeably by counter 
revolutionary movements of multiple imperialist and competing factions. The 
honorable but ultimate failures of international Socialism during the first years after the 
Great War had effectively left the former Tsardom of Russia which used to be under the 
rule of the Sovetniks [Workers Councils], now isolated in the scenery of international 
Capitalism. 


the prospect of external hostility, the bureaucratic currents of the Russian Communist 
Party seizing power became the final stroke ending the hopes for this international 
Proletarian uprising. The roots of this ideology is always doomed to crush all Proletarian 
movements, and is always appropriate to label all State Socialist tendencies as 
revisionist and anti-working class. 


3. Market Socialism 
The Socialist Society before becoming a scientific theory upon the analysis of the 


contradictions and crisis of Capital, has largely been a Utopian ideology formulated by 
those infected by certain philosophical dogma which they attribute to their 
interpretation of enlightenment. The Wealth generated from Commodity production, 
the invisible forces of investment and profits allocating exchange is seen by these 
Socialists as beyond redeemable, in fact desirable! The emancipation of the working 
class for these Socialists mean not the abolition of exploited labor, but rather asa 
means of transferring the ownership of Capital into the hands of those working for their 
enterprise, all the while still being within the framework of a competitive, Free Market! 
In our last words on this abomination of an ideology, the Market Socialists wish for the 


end of class distinctions without ending the basis which gives birth to such aclass 
distinction in the first place. The Market Socialist wishes to rather ignore the real 
consequences of Capital accumulation in the striving towards an elimination of a 
strawman flaw in the ownership of Capital by individuals. In other words, the Market 
Socialists does not wish for the elimination of the conditions which define the 
Proletariat, but the Proletariat itself, and attempt to institute it into the Bourgeoisie 
class. 


Libertarian Socialism 
The Libertarian schools of Socialism recognizes the inherent revisionism which exists in 


the models that refuse to recognise the expropriation of labor value from the working 
class aS a cause for concern during the eve of a social revolution. This school of 
Socialism recognises the absurdity that is the existence of the State as an embodiment 
of the common good due to the indecisiveness of individual workers to co-operate. 
The revolutionary potential of Libertarian Socialism however is largely dependent on its 
adherence to Materialism, as in certain instances whereby the strains of absolute 
Idealism begins to claim this movement for itself, and as a result it begins to obstruct 


the revolutionary movement needed for the defeat of reaction itself, such as in the case 
of Mikhail Bakunin’s battle against the strawman perception of “Authority”. In so far 
that these strains of Idealism do not end up making the revolutionary movementa 
movement of the reaction, the Libertarian Socialist thought is worthy of taking a look 
into and studying for the development of Revolutionary Socialism. 


Revolutionary, Scientific Socialism 
The discovery of Socialism as a science has first and foremost, at the forefront of its 


revolutionary programme declared that all the superstructures of today; imperialism, 
States, Nations and Religion et cetera are nothing but institutions and ideas as a natural 
outcome of class society, and that the dilemmas of present day society must only been 
done away with the complete destruction of social classes. The Proletariat, which 
originated during the Industrial Revolution witnessed the creation of machinery 
capable of producing at rates and efficiencies that can never be matched by how many 
pairs of human hands indeed drastically altered the way in which production was 
organised. The small, independent producers and their meagre handspun mills where 
unable to keep up with the large Bourgeois Industry. The old, individual labor being 


expanded in scale. The large machinery has rendered autonomous production useless. 
The organisation of production now includes an even larger team of producers, who 
before the industrialisation of production did entire pieces by themselves, now only did 
part of that piece. The increasing division of labor within society has allowed for the 
production for cheaper goods at a much higher rate, and generate an enormous amount 
of wealth that were previous to the industrial revolution epoch, never seen before. The 
serfdom peasants could only free themselves from their landlords if they are to 
conquer the property of the landlord, but in the process due to the individualistic and 
small scale nature of landlord property, must only liberate themselves and become a 
new property owner in place of the prior. The Industrial Revolution has allowed an 
increasing amount of co-operation amongst producers, and once the producers seize 
the means of productions and enforces its interests upon rivalling classes, it will end 
class society as we know it once its victory has been assumed. The State that is to seize 
the means of production, during the revolutionary Dictatorship of the Proletariats is 
not the State in the definition of a specialist cadre of the general populace, i.e. a 
political party having undisputed authority over a territory, in other words rule of the 
minority, and so asa result the affiliation of Scientific Socialism with the State Socialist 


inaccurate as it presupposes representatives to exercise authority on behalf of the 
class being represented, which is a concept famously criticised by Scientific Socialism. 


Where the political state has attained its full degree of development man leads a double life, a life in heaven and 
a life on earth, not only in his mind, in his consciousness, but in reality. He lives in the political community, where 
he regards himself as a communal being, and in civil society, where he is active as a private individual, regards 
other men as means, debases himself to a means and becomes a plaything of alien powers. The relationship of 
the political state to civil society is just as spiritual as the relationship of heaven to earth. The state stands in the 
same opposition to civil society and overcomes it in the same way as religion overcomes the restrictions of the 
profane world, i.e. it has to acknowledge it again, reinstate it and allow itself to be dominated by it. Man in his 
immediate reality, in civil society, is a profane being. Here, where he regards himself and is regarded by others as 
a real individual, he is an illusory phenomenon. In the state, on the other hand, where he is considered to be a 
species-being, he is the imaginary member of a fictitious sovereignty, he is divested of his real individual life and 
filled with an unreal universality. 

By: Karl Marx 
From: The Jewish Question, 1843 


“For the proletarians... the condition of their life, labour, and with it all the conditions of existence of modern 
society, have become something extraneous, something over which they, as separate individuals, have no control. . 
. they find themselves directly opposed to the form in which, hitherto, the individuals, of which society consists, have 

given themselves collective expression, that is, the state; in order, therefore, to assert themselves as individuals, 
they must overthrow the state.” 


By: Karl Marx 
From: The critique of the German ideology, 1846 


The Marxist conception of a transitional State here means the complete self 
governance of the working class, once whom had conquered political supremacy 
through the overthrow of the old world order, must as Friedrich Engels had once said 
that “Use the State not in the interest of freedom but in order to hold down its 
adversaries, and as soon as it becomes possible to speak of freedom the State as such 


The State itself will be at the meks PEF snared working class, that will in the early 
stages use State authority to secure its victory against the Bourgeoisie, after which the 
functions of the State is reduced to mere socio-economic administrative purposes. 


The working class, in the course of its development, will substitute for the old civil society an 
association which will exclude classes and their antagonism, and there will be no more political power 
properly so-called, since political power is precisely the official expression of antagonism in civil 
society. ... Do not say that social movement excludes political movement. There is never a political 
movement which is not at the same time social. It is only in an order of things in which there are no 
more classes and class antagonisms that social evolutions will cease to be political revolutions. 


By: Karl Marx 
From: The Poverty of Philosophy, 1847 


If there is a state [gosudarstvo], then there is unavoidably domination [gospodstvo], and consequently slavery. Domination without slavery, open or veiled, is 
unthinkable -- this is why we are enemies of the state. What does it mean, the proletariat organized as ruling class? 


It means that the proletariat, instead of struggling sectionally against the economically privileged class, has attained a 
sufficient strength and organization to employ general means of coercion in this struggle. It can however only use such 
economic means as abolish its own character as salariat, hence as class. With its complete victory its own rule thus also ends, 
as its class character has disappeared. 


Will the entire proletariat perhaps stand at the head of the government? 

In a trade union, for example, does the whole union form its executive committee? Will all division of labour in the factory, and 
the various functions that correspond to this, cease? And in Bakunin's constitution, will all 'from bottom to top' be 'at the 
top'? Then there will certainly be no one 'at the bottom'. Will all members of the commune simultaneously manage the 
interests of its territory? Then there will be no distinction between commune and territory. 


The Germans number around forty million. Will for example all forty million be member of the government? 
Certainly! Since the whole thing begins with the self-government of the commune. 


The whole people will govern, and there will be no governed. 
If a man rules himself, he does not do so on this principle, for he is after all himself and no other. 


Then there will be no government and no state, but if there is a state, there will be both governors and slaves. 
i.e. only if class rule has disappeared, and there is no state in the present political sense. 


This dilemma is simply solved in the Marxists' theory. By people's government they understand (i.e. Bakunin) the government of the people by means of a 
small number of leaders, chosen (elected) by the people. 


Asine! This is democratic twaddle, political drivel. Election is a political form present in the smallest Russian commune and 
artel. The character of the election does not depend on this name, but on the economic foundation, the economic situation of 
the voters, and as soon as the functions have ceased to be political ones, there exists 1) no government function, 2) the 
distribution of the general functions has become a business matter, that gives no one domination, 3) election has nothing of 
its present political character. 


... in the election of people's representatives and rulers of the state -- that is the last word of the Marxists, as also of the democratic school -- 
[is] a lie, behind which is concealed the despotism of the governing minority, and only the more dangerously in so far as it appears as 
expression of the so-called people's will. 


With collective ownership the so-called people's will vanishes, to make way for the real will of the cooperative. 


So the result is: guidance of the great majority of the people by a privileged minority. But this minority, say the Marxists... 


Where? 


... will consist of workers. Certainly, with your permission, of former workers, who however, as soon as they have become representatives or 
governors of the people, cease to be workers... 


As little as a factory owner today ceases to be a capitalist if he becomes a municipal councillor... 


and look down on the whole common workers' world from the height of the state. They will no longer represent the people, but themselves 
and their pretensions to people's government. Anyone who can doubt this knows nothing of the nature of men. 


If Mr Bakunin only knew something about the position of a manager in a workers' cooperative factory, all his 
dreams of domination would go to the devil. He should have asked himself what form the administrative function 
can take on the basis of this workers' state, if he wants to call it that. 


Notes taken from: Conspectus of Bakunin’s Statism and Anarchy 
Written in: 1874 


The sources above demonstrate indeed that for the elder Marx and Marxists, the 
Proletarian State is not an elite group of enlightened representatives that have in their 
arsenal, political power alien from the working class that are deemed too individualist 
to wield the responsibility of managing communal solidarity, but on the other hand, a 

real interpretation for a social revolution which had gotten rid of the Proletariat’s 
position as a wage laborer, which insofar as the division of labor is concerned, must be 

able to craft and wield a solid plan that can only become coherent with enough 
simplification and consequently centralisation! This once again means that such 
Authority can only cease to exist the moment conditions which had birthed it has been 


| De eliminated. l l n 
Why do the anti-authoritarians not confine themselves to crying out against political 


authority, the state? All Socialists are agreed that the political state, and with it 
political authority, will disappear as a result of the coming social revolution, that is, 
that public functions will lose their political character and will be transformed into 
the simple administrative functions of watching over the true interests of society. But 
the anti-authoritarians demand that the political state be abolished at one stroke, 
even before the social conditions that gave birth to it have been destroyed. 


Friedrich Engels: On Authority, 1872 


The evolution of Marxism as a scientific outlook on the empowerment of the working 
class and the overthrow of all existing class structures would have gone on to have its 
name associated with one of the most barbaric Empires to have existed during the era 

of modern Capitalism. The guiding ideology of the Soviet Union, Marxism-Leninism, was 
the synthesis of Marxian historical Materialism which predicted and fought for the 
Proletarian overthrow of Capitalism, bred by Vladimir Lenin's concept of political 
Vanguards of the Proletariats guiding the revolutionary course. The stress laid on 
Vladimir Lenin's initial organisation however is greatly exaggerated as both a Bourgeois 
Campaign of propaganda against Socialism and the Marxist-Leninist attempt at 
portraying itself as the legitimate outcome of Lenin's legacy, and because of this 

Marxism-Leninism is often portrayed as the inevitable outcome of Social Society. The 

main architects of Marxism-Leninism, Joseph Stalin in particular, who managed to find a 
bureaucratic degeneration of the Bolshevik Party by abusing his authority as the 
satekeeper early before the Russian Social Revolution, were not revolutionaries either 
at heart or in praxis. They have had at the top of their priority, the preservation and 
reproduction of historical Marxism-Leninism, which is why they deliberately chose to 


adopt State Socialism as their socioeconomic model, in turn marking the counter- 
revolutionary victory of Revisionism over Revolutionary Scientific Socialism. The 
present day condition for the schools of thought espoused by Karl Marx and Friedrich 
Engels have been put six feet under for good as of now. All the important key points of 
Marxism that could be censored has been censored, all that could be made up about 
Marxism has been made up. The Bourgeoisie has in its quest to use the revisionist 
Strains of Socialism as a slander against Revolutionary Scientific Socialism, painted a 
crude narrative of the villainous adventures of Communism and the heroic victory of 
Bourgeois Democracy over State Socialism that they attempt to paint as Communism. 
The historical root of Marxism is areal movement that is condemned highly by the 
Bourgeoisie and political economists simply due to its desire to do away with the 
Bourgeoisie class and the reproductive mechanisms of class society. The struggle 
between social classes is the necessary structure of current human history, and nobody 
can perhaps summarise Marxism in better words than the old man Karl Marx himself: 


"And now as to myself, no credit is due to me for discovering the existence of classes in 
modern society or the struggle between them. Long before me bourgeois historians had 
described the historical development of this class struggle and bourgeois economists, the 
economic anatomy of classes. What I did that was new was to prove: 

(1) that the existence of classes is only bound up with the particular, historical phases in the 
develooment of production [See: Historical Materialism] 

(2) that the class struggle necessarily leads to the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

(3) that this dictatorship itself only constitutes the transition to the abolition of all classes 
and to a classless society. 

By: Karl Marx 
Letter to Weydemeyer, March 5, 1852 
It is stressed by the political economist that the self governance of the common man will 
necessarily lead to barbarism, but completely projects the reality of human existence under 
the tyranny of the ruling classes of all ages! The division of the common man is the aftermath 
of social constructs which arose necessarily under the creation of class society, and will 
necessarily at the same time become useless as soon as the entire Proletarian class as the 
State does away with the remnants of the ruling class and abolishes classes in itself. 


It is only after the victorious struggle of the Proletarians against all forces of reaction 
will the social conditions which gives birth to social divisions and the State become as 
Friedrich Engels put it in Anti-Duhring, 1878: 


The interference of the state power in social relations becomes superfluous in one sphere 
after another, and then ceases of itself. The government of persons is replaced by the 
administration of things and the direction of the processes of production. The state is not 
"abolished", it withers away. 


THE FINAL STATEMENTS REGARDING THE CONDITION OF MODERN DAY WORKING CLASS 
The division of human existence into social classes had resulted in consequences 


which were subsequently contrary to the Bourgeois notion of “eternal truths”, only 
emerged and managed to thrive under the conditions (Class Society) which it were 
born under. The Private Ownership of Property had its influence on the Family, which 
were especially developed in Capitalist Society by rendering all the relationship's 
perfections, defects and purpose down towards the reproduction of the Family’s 
Capital. The Capitalist mode of production had completely reduced all the 
relationship values of a Family down to the value of their Capital, or their own Private 
Property. 

The essential characteristic of Capital is the perversion of all things by converting 
them into a form that may benefit its lifespan. The emergence of social prejudice 
against those who are unorthodox to the traditions of Private Property, the LGBTQA, 
Women against the dominance of their individual Freedom by Theocracy as well as the 
ethnic minorities of all Countries alike, are all perpetuated by nothing other than State 
power, the power with which the ruling classes uses to express their dominance over 
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economic competition has only further solidified the bigot attitude which the ruling 
classes express against those within disadvantaged social groups in the name of the 
“majority” of Society. The Bourgeoisie will then use State power to crush all 
sympathetic or grassroot movements associated with Socialism and Freedom. The 
definition of TRUE FREEDOM, Is the right for all individuals to thrive as they see fit 
without being dictated by external forces, not by State power or Private Property. The 
struggle which the Working Class must undergo against the Bourgeoisie in summary, is 
one which the entire Working Class must constitute itself as a State power before 
Nationalising all Bourgeois Property. It is in this stage where the Proletariats does not 
use the State for Freedom, but to hold down its adversaries, because Freedom is not 
possible so long as the fulfillment of individual needs requires the participation of the 
ENTIRETY OF SOCIETY. The building of Communist Material Conditions is not 
Authorised by external coercion (The existence of an alien power standing above 
Society i.e. Military and Police) but the Workers’ collective, voluntary interest towards 
the eventual Freedom and emancipation which only the Communist mode of 
production can bring about. The Means of Productions have been developed to a levek 
of advancement which Karl Marx 


and Friedrich Engels would have never ever imagined would be possible, and now it is 
up to the Workers of the WORLD to break free of their Chains in a joint effort, for it is 
only through their collevtive struggle that the social emancipation of mankind can come 
about, Proletarians of all Countries, UNITE! 


